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- A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 12/09/05 has been 
entered. 

- Claims 1-50 are presented for further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kikinis (US 
6,553,410) in view of Brouk et al hereinafter Brouk (US 2003/0053459) in further view of Stuart 
(US 6,466,935) and Krishna (US 6,012,071). 

1. Referring to Claims 1,11, and 3 1 Kikinis disclosed a method of establishing an interface for a 
user system between a remote service that does not have a user interface and a remote 
application comprising: 

receiving a file by the application from the user system wherein the file contains standardized 
interface data (refer to Col 10, Lines 60-67 and Col 1 1, Lines 1-38); 
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sending the file from the application to the service (refer to Col 11); 

generating a return file by the service, wherein the return file contains standardized interface data 

(refer to Col 1 1, Lines 35-67, Col 12, Lines 1-27); 

sending the return file to the application (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 20-50) 

with a dynamic user interface specification (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 20-67) 

using the dynamic user interface specification to generate a graphic user interface by the 

application (refer to Col 11, Lines 56-67); and 

creating communication between the service that does not have a graphic user interface and the 
user by providing the return file (refer to Col 24, Lines 40-67 and Col 25 and Col 26) 
Kikinis did not expressly indicate containing explanatory error messages regarding graphics in 
the file; 

Brouk taught explanatory error messages regarding graphics in the file (refer to 0052, and 0064); 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis and Brouk' s invention due to the fact that both of them indicates the usage of 
transferring information from source to destination and methods of converting files so the 
receiving end can understand the information. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that Kikinis indicates "many of the unique 
functions, .are software enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" Utilizing XSLT 
to convert information are one of many ways to converting data format from one to the other. It 
would be easier to utilizing the XSLT rather than having programmer to write templates to 
convert one format to the other to save time and resources. 
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Kikinis did not expressly indicate using extensible style language transformation (XSLT) to 
convert any multi-part Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions (MIME) encoding of the dynamic 
user interface into extensible mark-up language (XML) encoding; and 

Brouk disclosed using extensible style language transformation (XSLT) to convert any multi-part 
Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions (MIME) encoding of the dynamic user interface into 
extensible mark-up language (XML) encoding (refer to Col 0130, 0131 and 0057); 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis and Brouk' s invention due to the fact that both of them indicates the usage of 
transferring information from source to destination and methods of converting files so the 
receiving end can understand the information. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that Kikinis indicates "many of the unique 
functions, .are software enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" Utilizing XSLT 
to convert information are one of many ways to converting data format from one to the other. It 
would be easier to utilizing the XSLT rather than having programmer to write templates to 
convert one format to the other to save time and resources. 

Neither Kikinis nor Brouk disclosed determining whether the remote application is missing 
required fonts related to the error messages and listing the required missing fonts; and 
graphically indicates the missing fonts related to the error messages. 

Stuart disclosed determining whether the remote application is missing required fonts related to 
the error messages and listing the required missing fonts and graphically indicates the missing 
fonts related to the error messages (refer to Col 9, 50-67); 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis, Brouks and Stuart due to the fact that the inventions is to transfer 
information and control the information from source to destination. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that "many of the unique functions, are software 
enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" and by utilizing the software to produce 
an error indicating graphical box for a missing fonts so the user can produce the appropriate 
actions. 

Kikinis, Brouks, nor Stuart disclosed facilitates user uploading and adding of missing fonts. 
Krishna disclosed facilitates user uploading and adding of missing fonts (refer to Col 9, Lines 
10-20). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis, Brouks, Stuart and Krishna due to the fact that the systems are interactive. 
The suggestion/motivation would have been that by uploading the appropriate font, the viewers 
are able to view the proper information that's displayed on any languages. 

2. Referring to Claim 2, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface between a 
service (Proxy- Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and an application (NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, 
Lines 1-10) wherein the return file (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 35-67, Col 12, Lines 1-27) is presented 
as a browser interface (refer to 107, Fig 4). 

3. Referring to Claims 3, 33 and 43, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface 
(refer to 103, Fig 4) between a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and an application 
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(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 1 further comprising: generating a dynamic 
user interface (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) specification by the 
service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4), providing the dynamic user interface 
specification to application (NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10); generating a user 
interface response by the application (refer to Col 10, Lines 6-67); and providing the user 
interface response to the service (refer to Col 10, Lines 6-67). 

4. Referring to Claim 4, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface (Other 
Activity, refer to Col 10, Lines 20-30) between a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) 
and an application (NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 3 wherein the return file 
(response and form a necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30- 
35) is presented as a browser interface. 

5. Referring to Claim 5, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) between a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and an application 
(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 3 wherein the user system (Hand Held Field 
Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) determines content of the user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 
10-67). 

6. Referring to Claim 6, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) between a service (Proxy- Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and an application 
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(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 5 wherein the return file (refer to Col 1 1, 
Lines 35-67, Col 12, Lines 1-27) is presented as a browser interface. 

7. Referring to Claim 7, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) between a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and application 
(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 3 wherein the user interface specification 
(session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

8. Referring to Claim 8, Kikinis disclosed the method of establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) between a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and application 
(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10) of claim 4 wherein the user interface specification 
(session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

9. Referring to Claim 9, Kikinis disclosed an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) between a 
service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and application (NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, 
Lines 1-10) of claim 5 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 
4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) are written in a 
markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 
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10. Referring to Claim 10, Kikinis disclosed an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) between 
a service (Proxy-Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4) and application (NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, 
Lines 1-10) of claim 6 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 
4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) are written in a 
markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

11. Referring to Claim 12, Kikinis disclosed the system for establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) of claim 1 1 wherein the return file (response and form a necessary interface, 
interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Unes 30-35) is presented as a browser interface. 

12. Referring to Claim 13, Kikinis disclosed the system for establishing an interface (refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) of claim 1 1 further comprised of: a dynamic user interface specification 
(session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) generated by the service (Proxy-Server 
19, refer to Fig 3 and 4), wherein the dynamic user interface specification is provided to the 
application; and a user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) generated by the 
application; wherein the user interface response is provided to the service (refer to 89, 91, 97, 99, 
101, 103, 107, and 109, Fig 4). 

13. Referring to Claim 14, Kikinis disclosed an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) wherein 
the return file (response and form a necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 
10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a browser interface. 
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14. Referring to Claim 15, Kikinis disclosed an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) wherein 
the user system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) determines content of the user interface 
response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67). 

15. Referring to Claim 16, Kikinis disclosed the system (13, refer to Fig 2) for establishing an 
interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) wherein the return file (response and form a necessary 
interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a browser 
interface. 

16. Referring to Claim 17, Kikinis disclosed the system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) 
for establishing an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) of claim of claim 13 wherein the user 
interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface 
response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 
15-25). 

17. Referring to Claim 18, Kikinis disclosed the system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) 
for establishing an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) of claim of claim 14 wherein the user 
interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface 
response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 
15-25). 
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18. Referring to Claim 19, Kikinis disclosed the system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) 
for establishing an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) of claim of claim 15 wherein the user 
interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface 
response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 
15-25). 

19. Referring to Claim 20, Kikinis disclosed the system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, refer to Fig 4) 
for establishing an interface (refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) of claim of claim 16 wherein the user 
interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface 
response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 
15-25). 

20. Referring to Claims 21 and 41, Kikinis disclosed a computer system comprising: a processor 
(25, Fig 2); a computer (13, refer to Fig 4, PDA is a form of computer); computer readable 
medium (17 and 35, it is inherent that modem consist of EP address which is configurable/coded 
with user's needs, refer to Col 6, Lines 25-55) coupled to the processor; and computer code 
encoded in the computer readable medium, configured to cause the processor to: 

receive a file by the application from a user system, wherein the file contains standardized 
interface data (refer to Col 10, Lines 60-67 and Col 1 1, Lines 1-38); provide the file to a service 
that does not have a graphical user interface (refer to Col 26 and Lines 50-67); 
generate a return file by the service, wherein the return file contains standardized interface data 
refer to Col 1 1, Lines 35-67, Col 12, Lines 1-27; 
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provide the return file to the application (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 20-50); and provide the return file 
to the user system (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 20-50). 

with a dynamic user interface specification (refer to Col 1 1, Lines 20-67) 

using the dynamic user interface specification to generate a graphic user interface by the 

application (refer to Col 11, Lines 56-67); and 

creating communication between the service that does not have a graphic user interface and the 
user by providing the return file (refer to Col 24, Lines 40-67 and Col 25 and Col 26) 
Kikinis did not expressly indicate containing explanatory error messages regarding graphics in 
the file; 

Brouk taught explanatory error messages regarding graphics in the file (refer to 0052, and 0064); 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis and Brouk' s invention due to the fact that both of them indicates the usage of 
transferring information from source to destination and methods of converting files so the 
receiving end can understand the information. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that Kikinis indicates "many of the unique 
functions, .are software enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" Utilizing XSLT 
to convert information are one of many ways to converting data format from one to the other. It 
would be easier to utilizing the XSLT rather than having programmer to write templates to 
convert one format to the other to save time and resources. 

Kikinis did not expressly indicate using extensible style language transformation (XSLT) to 
convert any multi-part Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions (MIME) encoding of the dynamic 
user interface into extensible mark-up language (XML) encoding; and 
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Brouk disclosed using extensible style language transformation (XSLT) to convert any multi-part 
Multipurpose Internet Mail Extensions (MIME) encoding of the dynamic user interface into 
extensible mark-up language (XML) encoding (refer to Col 0130, 0131 and 0057); 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis and Brouk' s invention due to the fact that both of them indicates the usage of 
transferring information from source to destination and methods of converting files so the 
receiving end can understand the information. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that Kikinis indicates "many of the unique 
functions, ^are software enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" Utilizing XSLT 
to convert information are one of many ways to converting data format from one to the other. It 
would be easier to utilizing the XSLT rather than having programmer to write templates to 
convert one format to the other to save time and resources. 

Neither Kikinis nor Brouk disclosed determining whether the remote application is missing 
required fonts related to the error messages and listing the required missing fonts; and 
graphically indicates the missing fonts related to the error messages. 

Stuart disclosed determining whether the remote application is missing required fonts related to 
the error messages and listing the required missing fonts and graphically indicates the missing 
fonts related to the error messages (refer to Col 9, 50-67); 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis, Brouks and Stuart due to the fact that the inventions is to transfer 
information and control the information from source to destination. 
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The suggestion/motivation would have been that "many of the unique functions, .are software 
enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" and by utilizing the software to produce 
an error indicating graphical box for a missing fonts so the user can produce the appropriate 
actions. 

Kikinis, Brouks, nor Stuart disclosed facilitates user uploading and adding of missing fonts. 
Krishna disclosed facilitates user uploading and adding of missing fonts (refer to Col 9, Lines 
10-20). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis, Brouks, Stuart and Krishna due to the fact that the systems are interactive. 
The suggestion/motivation would have been that by uploading the appropriate font, the viewers 
are able to view the proper information that's displayed on any languages. 

21. Referring to Claim 22, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 

22. Referring to Claim 23, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) wherein the processor (25, Fig 2) further: generates a dynamic user interface 
specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) by the service (Proxy- 
Server 19, refer to Fig 3 and 4); provides the dynamic user interface specification to application 
(NanoBrowser, refer to Col 10, Lines 1-10); generates a user interface response by the 
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application (refer to Col 10, Lines 6-67); and provides the user interface response to the service 
(refer to Col 10, Lines 6-67). 

23. Referring to Claim 24, Kikinis disclosed wherein the configurations file (session script, refer 
to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) is written in an extensible markup language (refer to Col 4, 
Lines 15-25). 

24. Referring to Claim 25, Kikinis disclosed wherein the user system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4)) determines content (menu selection which lead to different set of display) of the 
user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67). 

25. Referring to Claim 26, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 

26. Referring to Claim 27, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

27. Referring to Claim 28, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
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and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

28. Referring to Claim 29, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

29. Referring to Claim 30, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

30. Referring to Claim 32, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 

31. Referring to Claim 34, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 
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32. Referring to Claim 35, Kikinis disclosed wherein the user system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4)) determines content (menu selection which lead to different set of display) of the 
user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67). 

33. Referring to Claim 36, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 

34. Jleferring to Claim 37, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit J.3, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

35. Referring to Claim 38, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

36. Referring to Claim 39, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 
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37. Referring to Claim 40, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

38. Referring to Claim 42, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 

39. Referring to Claim 44, Kikinis disclosed wherein the configurations file (session script, refer 
to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) is written in an extensible markup language (refer to Col 4, 
Lines 15-25). 

40. Referring to Claim 45, Kikinis disclosed wherein the user system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4)) determines content (menu selection which lead to different set of display) of the 
user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67). 

41. Referring to Claim 46, Kikinis disclosed wherein the return file (response and form a 
necessary interface, interface is a form of files, refer to Col 10, Lines 30-35) is presented as a 
browser interface. 
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42. Referring to Claim 47, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

43. Referring to Claim 48, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user i Neither Kikinis nor Brouk disclosed determining 
whether the remote application is missing required fonts related to the error messages and listing 
the required missing fonts; and graphically indicates the missing fonts related to the error 
messages. 

Stuart disclosed determining whether the remote application is missing required fonts related to 
the error messages and listing the required missing fonts and graphically indicates the missing 
fonts related to the error messages (refer to Col 9, 50-67); 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art 
to combine Kikinis, Brouks and Stuart due to the fact that the inventions is to transfer 
information and control the information from source to destination. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been that "many of the unique functions, .are software 
enable and can be programming in widely variant ways" and by utilizing the software to produce 
an error indicating graphical box for a missing fonts so the user can produce the appropriate 
actions, interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user 
interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written in a markup language (refer to Col 4, 
Lines 15-25). 
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44. Referring to Claim 49, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

45. Referring to Claim 50, Kikinis disclosed the computer system (Hand Held Field Unit 13, 
refer to Fig 4) of claim 23 wherein the user interface specification (session script, refer to Fig 3 
and 4, Col 9, Lines 65-67) and user interface response (refer to Col 10, Lines 10-67) are written 
in a markup language (refer to Col 4, Lines 15-25). 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed 6/02/06 with claims 1- 50 have been considered but are deemed to be 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 



Application/Control Number: 10/003,509 



Page 20 



Art Unit: 2151 

the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Karen C. Tang whose telephone number is (571)272-3 116. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 7-3. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571)272-3939. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



KT 

Karen Tang 
07/27/06 
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